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OBJECT OF THE WOMAN’S PARTY 


|. - The object of this organization shall be 

to secure for womer complete equality 

with men under the law and in all human 
| relationships. 


} THE LUCRETIA MOTT AMENDMENT 


“Men and women shall have Equal Rights 
throughout the United States and every 
place subject to its jurisdiction.” 


“Congress shall have power te enforce 
this article by appropriate legislation.” 


Senate Joint Resolutiun Number i 
liouse Joint Resolution Number 1 


Introduced in the Senate March 10, 1933, 
by Senator JoHN G. TowNSBEND, Delaware. 


Introduced in the House March 9, 1933, 
by Representative Louis LupDLow, Indiana. 


Equal Rights 


James Brown Scott 


tion that we now enjoy, certain individuals have played the part of Deity 
‘in human affairs. Imbued with the love of Justice, they have given their 
lives to the translation of a remote and idealistic principle into everyday © 
terms. It is to these men and women, envisioned and inspired beyond the 


| THE long march of humanity from savagery to the semblance of civiliza- 


measure of the common clay, that the human race owes what liberty it has. 


Not by some superhuman miracle has progress been accomplished. Courage 
and faith, vision and assiduity, embodied in human form, have changed the 
welter of barbarism into the comparatively orderly manner of life which now 


prevails. Amid the turmoil of the present time there is great consolation in 


the knowledge that in our day, as in ages past, certain human beings stand 
ready and equipped to chart our further path through the wilderness. 
Such an one is James Brown Scott, President of the American Institute of 
International Law, President of the American Society of International Law, 
former President of the Institut de Droit International. Dr. Scott is the first © 
eminent jurist in the world to endorse the treaty-making method of raising 
the position of women. He has represented the United States in all of the 
most important international conferences, from the second Hague Conference 
to the Sixth Pan American Conference in Havana in 1928. In that year he was 
stirred by Doris Stevens’ appeal for treaty action on women’s rights in the 
special plenary session of the conference. Since then he has given his great 
prestige, his learning and his pen to equality by international action. He has 
never lost an opportunity to bring the abolition of discriminations based on 
sex to the attention of all the leading international bogies of jurists of which 
he is both leader and member. 

The victory of the Equal Nationality ebay at Montevideo, the more 
recent victory in the United States Senate, and the ultimate victory of the 
Equal Rights Treaty itself, are all destined to be written down in history as 
in part owing to the wisdom and devotion of Dr. Scott. Let come what may, 
the travail of the ages is repaid by such a son. 


A Prophecy 


ERHAPS not more than a handful of women dreamed of abolishing 
P inequality of women when in 1928 Doris Steverts spoke before ‘a special 
plenary session of the VIth Pan American Conference, on February 7, 

1928, in Havana, Cuba. This was the first time in history that women had 
asked for equality by treaty. At the request of Senator Thomas of Utah the 
speech was printed in the Congressional Record of May 25, 1934, the day after 
the Equal Nationality Treaty was ratified by the Senate. It contains a 


_ prophecy of our success by treaty action. We quote a few excerpts: 


ooo Stated, our thesis today is Man and Woman, the ultimate power in thé 
wor 


: “Great laws are born of deep convictions. They are not made by technicians . 
“We have chosen the road we propose to travel . 

“We have chosen the treaty method because it is the most dignified. It is the easiest. 
It is the most permanent .... It obviates a cruel waste of energy . 

“So long as inequality before the law exists between men and women, less is expected 
of women by men. Less is expected of women by themselves. This in turn affects “ge 
whole body of opinion, our whole culture. Less courage, less balance in judgment, 
lower standard of public spirit, an indifference in international cooperation. This is 
the reward of inequality. This is a menace to men as well as to women, To expect less 


is to receive less. We stand ready to give all of our abilities to society, not our limited 
restricted abilities. Do you want less? | 


“Who will be the first country to dare to trust its women with the degree of equality 
which will come through negotiation of the treaty? Which country among you will claim 
this honor? Pan Americanism will move a swifter, lovelier, more rhythmic pace if men 
and women run together.” 


These words were spoken at the Havana Conference. Just five years later, 
at the Montevideo Conference, Uruguay, Paraguay, Ecuador and Cube ‘Became 
the first countries in the world to sign this treaty. 

Not always do the most powerful nations lead the way in the most funda- 
mental reforms. In this instance less powerful nations have shown where 
the most powerful must follow. This treaty is open for adherence to all the 
nations of the world. With the growing determination of women to win the 
same rights as their brothers, this treaty offers a welcome refuge from the 
lamentable slowness in abolishing inequality from each separate law in each 
separate nation of the world. That the women of the Americas will compel 
their governments within the next five years to adhere to this treaty and so 
end the exhausting fight against unjust SCENE, is another prophecy 
worth making come true. 

The handful of women who dreamed of treaty action in 1928 has now 
grown to a multitude. Women with power, and the knowledge of how to use 


that power, can reach their goal of world-wide equality whenever they 


determine to do so. 
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The First Treaty Giving Complete Equality to 
Women in the History of the World 
Signed at Montevideo 


(Below we give the Recommendations and Obser- 
vations which form a section of the celebrated 


BRIEF HISTORY OF EQUAL report of the Inter American Commission of 


RIGHTS TREATY Women which led to the signing in Montevideo of 
the tt t 
DRAFTED by Alice Paul, 1928. first treaties giving equality to women.) 


PRESENTED by Doris Stevens to the VIth Diss Oem 
International Conference of American States in . 


| 1. Recommendations. 
Havana, February 7, 1928. | en 
The Inter American Commission of Women 


recommends for adoption by the VIIth Interna- 


tional Conference of American States the fol- 
under Circetion Stevens to an lowing international agreements: 


See ee — a. Treaty on Equal Rights for Women. 
tentiaries who had come to France to sign the Act Wid that 
Peace Pact. The United States members of the 
Welty upon the ratification of this Treaty, men 
thw and women shall have equal rights through- 
tie out the territory subject to their 


the attempt outside the gates of the Rambouillet se ctons, 
' Chateau, the summer residence of the Presidents b. Equality Convention on | Nationality. 
of France, and. detained in the Rambouillet Jail Art. 1. The Contracting States agree that 
until the plenipotentiaries had departed from the from the going into effect of this Conven- 
chateau, where they were President Doumergue’s | tion, there shall be no distinction based on 
guests, _ | sex in their law and precise relating to 
| ENDORSED by the Governing Board of the A 
American Institute of International Law at its | | This Treaty and this Convention have been 
meeting in Havana, Cuba, October 31, 1929. | twice approved by the Executive Committee of 
EQUAL RIGHTS INTERNATIONAL, founded | the American Institute of International Law, and 
September 9, 1930, in Geneva, Switzerland, to have been transmitted to the vafious governments 
S work for the world-wide adoption of the treaty, | by the Governing Board of the Pan American 
| is an association of. organizations which works | 24... 
especially through the League of Nations. Vis- 2. Observations." 
countess Rhondda of Great Britain called together | The Inter American Commission of Women 
leading Feminists to form the organization and bases its recommendations of a Treaty guaran- 
Helen A. Archdale of Great Britain became its teeing to women absolute legal equality with men 
first chairman. _{ the single principle of liberty.. By liberty is. 
RECOMMENDED by the ‘oie head of understood the opportunity for all individuals to 
the American Institute of International Law at achieve the greatest development of their facul- 
- {ts meeting in Washington, October 31, 1931, for ties. We believe that this should be the sacred 
adoption by the VIIth International Conference of | objective of all politics. 
American States. This concept of liberty was first formulated 
- Approved as its draft treaty by the Inter Ameri- twenty-five centuries ago on the shores of the 
can Commission of Women at meeting of Commis- Mediterranean, which was also cradle of the 
sion in the Legislative Palace, Montevideo, Uru- Latin race. Throughout the subsequent history 
guay, December 8, 1933, for recommendation to the of Western Europe, despite the frequent rule of 
VIIth International Conference of American States. tyrants, this ideal was never utterly extinguished. 
RECOMMENDED to the VIIth International | But, as we may recall proudly, it was in the 


early settlements of the New World that the aspi- 
ration for freedom first found universal support, 
and it is in the New World that the concept of 
freedom has always stood as a blazing heaves 


Conference of American States by the Inter Ameri- 
can Commission of Women and accepted as a basis 
of discussion. The Sub-Committee of the IlIrd 
Commission by a vote of 3 to 2 refused to recom- rT ik 
mend treaty action on equal civil and political 3 
rights, but approved the principle and recommended Despite the prohibitions of law and custom sur- 
tal : ti rounding them, women in the New World have 
nade i ishabl tributi to the ideal of 
between men and women in all matters pertaining 


to the possession, enjoyment and exercise of these f 
ave n debarr ro ng Oo e. 


| adopted by the Conferenes Sie To this, there has been one exception, the Regent 
| : Dona Isabela of Brazil: She alone of all her 
SIGNED on December 26, 1933, by the plenipo- | 

tentiaries of four countries attending the VIIth | are contained in Part Il of this report, which is printed as a 
Conference — Uruguay, Paraguay, Ecuador and 
Cuba—who were dissatisfied with the simple rec- Above: Anna Rosa Tornero (Bolivia), and to the right: 
ommendation on equality. The treaty is open to Minerva Bernardino (Dominican Republic), Conference 
all the nations of the world for adherence. Representatives of the Inter American Commission of 


Women, pleading for equality before the crowded Plenary 
Session of the VIIth Conference. 
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Women, in reco 


tory of freedom. 


sisters of this hemisphere held supreme 
authority to act. Dona Isabela used her 
power in a way which causes us all to 
rejoice, and made her secure in the his- 
At the cost of the Bra- 
zilian throne, she signed the great decree 
of May. 18, 1888, guaranteeing thereafter 
civic equality to Brazilian males. 

_ In the history of the nations of this 
‘hemisphere, the highest title of honor has 
always ‘been “Liberador’. The heroic 
legends and poetry of each of our coun- 
tries are concerned with the pursuit of 
freedom. The Inter American Commis- 
nmending .to. this 
Conference for adoption a Treaty estab- 
lishing the principle of equality for 
women, takes pride in the fact that it 
thereby associates itself with the oldest 
and highest of American traditions, and 


‘follows: the path of those most generous 


and imaginative of spirit. 

_ We are conscious that we make our 
recommendation to governments unhap- 
pily represented, with three éxceptions, 
solely by men. But we make our recom- 
mendation with confidence that men, who 
have so often and steadfastly proclaimed 
their own right to liberty, will not refuse 
the identical demand from women. . Both 
the Vth and VIth International Confer- 
ences of American States, recognizing the 
unlovely and. demoralizing consequences 


of. restrictions now placed upon women, 


took. aflizmasixe steps towards, equality. of 
status. In both instances the initiative 


came from South and Central American 


At a tense moment in the crucial Plenary Session of December 16, 
| Weddell that the treaty method is not the best 


her faculties permitted her. 


statesmen. We are confident that no 
plenipotentiary at the VIIth Conference 
will frustrate this initiative, betraying 
the ideal of freedom which his colleagues 
of previous Conferences wished to serve. 
In response to the charge put upon us 
by the Vth and VIth Conferences, it be- 
comes the solemn duty of the Inter Amer- 
ican Commission of Women to lay before 
the VIIth Conference the shocking fact 
that nowhere in the Americas is woman 
now accorded that equality with her 
brothers which is her right. In no Amer- 
ican country is the full development of 
Today a 
woman going forth into the community 


_to exercise her maximum inherent capaci- 


ties in politics, the professions, commerce, 
industry or almost any other department 
of life, would find herself beleaguered by 
manifold, harrassing, legal handicaps, 
and would be faced with the choice of re- 
signing herself to a minimum of fulfill- 
ment, or of challenging existing laws at 
the risk of their penalties. We ask that 
these artificial barriers to human freedom 
and security which can deserve no con- 
sideration from States which call them- 
selves civilized, be removed from our legal 
system. 

Among men, the capacity for political 
leadership is universally honored. But in 
the great majority of American States, if 
a woman were to attempt to exercise a 
Gift for politics. by, ap. act 
as voting, she would be subject to severe 
legal sanctions. In the United States of 


Stevens chall 
for women to 


_ Equal Rights 


America it is now agreed that one of the 
greatest political geniuses ever produced 
by that country was Susan B. Anthony; 
yet when Miss Anthony attempted to vote, 
she was arrested, tried and sentenced to 
imprisonment. That was in the nineteenth 
century; yet today in sixteen of the 
twenty-one nations of the Americas, a 
woman of perhaps equal talents for po- 
litical leadership might suffer a similar 
fate if she attempted to exercise the right 

As long as women are denied the right 
to vote, and with it the right to hold pub- 
lic office, on the same terms ag men, lib- 
erty will remain a. sterile, dead thing for 
the women of this hemisphere. Women 
with rare and shining gifts for political 
guidance will live with their talents un- 
fulfilled, and the nations of the Americas 
will be the poorer because of it.. The 
patent justice and value of having the 
voices of women heard authoritatively in 
the deliberations of Pan America was 
recognized by the Vth International 
Conference of American States, when it 
resolved : 


5. To recommend to the governments 
that women be included on the dele- 
gations in the work of future Con- 
ferences. 


~ 


Yet, as we have observed above, among 
the personnel of this Conference, we. find 


statement of Ambassador 
equality. 
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Plenary Session of the Commis- 
sion, December 15, hears report of its 
gub-committee’s recommendations on 
the Civil and Political Rights of Wom- 
en. On the left in the foreground is 
Sophonisba P. Breckinridge (U.S.A.), 
delegate, and on her left is Anna A. — 
O'Neill (U.8S.A.), technical adviser. 
Second row: Margarita Robles de 
Mendoza (Mezico), technical adviser 
and member of the Inter American 
Commission of Women; across the 
_ aisle is Maria Valle de Rodriguez, rep- 
yesentative for Honduras on the Com- 
mission, and Anne Carter (U.8.A.), 
member of the Commission’s Research 
_ . Committee; at rear of chamber is 
Fanny’ Bunand-Sevastos, Executive 
_ Secretary of Commission, and alternate 
for Haiti, talking to the representative 


gether with two women technical ad- 
visers. Women’s co-equal gifts are lost 
to these deliberations. At a critical mo- 
ment in our history when fears are abroad 
that our social order is disintegrating, 
the authoritative counsel of women is re- 
jected and despised. 

_In the. fundamental law of the Ameri- 
can nations, it is recognized that, among 
males,.no man. possesses the right to rule 
over other men except by their explicit 
consent. Yet hardly anywhere in the 
Americas is there the slightest pretense 
made by governments of obtaining the 
consent of ‘women: ‘The “inter American 
Commission of Women holds that the 
proposition, embodied in the law of most 


American States, that men are, by nature, . 


entitled to rule over women, is on its face 
scandalous, and unworthy of a hemisphere 
dedicated to freedom. ae 

Among the male sex great honors like- 
wise are paid to those who excel in the 
learned professions, and in commerce, in- 
dustry and agriculture. The leaders in 
these pursuits are those who build our 
cities, develop our countrysides and make 
possible the steady rise in our general 
standard of life. Yet in nearly all the 
Americas a woman with genius for the 
professions, or for commerce or industry, 
is surrounded by legal restrictions not 


‘,put upon men, and after marriage she 
g may engage in these occupations only by 


permission of her. husband, or of the 


courts. By the law of most American 


States this permission of the husband 
may be dispensed with only in the event 
he has lost his mind, is imprisoned for 
crime, is dead or his whereabouts. un- 
known. It is a tragic fact that, under 


present barbarous laws, women cannot | 


find full freedom to develop their talents 
until disaster, dishonor or death has 
overcome their chosen mates. If love 
were not imperishable, it could not sur- 
vive the present regime, buttressed by 
unjust law, under which it may entail 
the loss of that most precious of 


rights — creative liberty — without which 


the human spirit can live but meagerly. 

It is everywhere admitted that the up- 
bringing and education of a nation’s chil- 
dren is of supreme importance to its ma- 
terial and spiritual advancement. Yet, for 
example, in nineteen of the Americas we 
find it set forth in the law that mothers 
do not have the joint right equally with 
fathers to determine the future of their 
common offspring. Nature’s law says 
woman is fit to bear children; man’s law 
says she is not fit to direct them. The 
Inter American Commission of Women 
begs this Conference to consider well the 
social’ health of nations of which the 
mothers are stamped by law as beings of 
inferior quality. _ 

Immediately below will be found in 
parallel columns those American States 
in which women are denied those liberties 
essential for the highest development of 
their faculties, together with those few 
States in which a partial measure of free- 


“dom has at last been accorded them. In 


Part II of this Report will be found pre- 
liminary studies of the laws of each of 
the twenty-one American nations, on 
which these tables are based. Viewed as 
a whole—there are honorable exceptions 
—these laws present a picture of discrim- 
inations, of great and petty tyrannies, 
which no thoughtful American man can 
in good faith justify. In the light of 
these laws, the status of women on this 
hemisphere can only be termed that of a 


slave, in the most precise meaning of that 


word—as suffering many of the same civic 
disqualifications as that of the Brazilian 
males freed forty-five years ago by the 
Regent Dona Isabela. 

The Inter American Commission of 
Women strongly believes that the ques- 
tion of equality of opportunity for women 
transcends the frontiers of national 
States. In the most concrete manner it 
involves the very fundamentals of human 
liberty. International conventions—such 
as that which the Commission here pro- 
poses for adoption, guaranteeing the 
rights of women—can have no higher 


181 


purpose than to obtain and safeguard 
those essentials of freedom and justice 
which are of universal concern. In the 


past, statesmen have many times been ani- 
mated by this noble aim. As precedents 
for our proposed Conventions may be 


cited the Anti-Slavery Treaty of 1926, 
which outlawed forever human bondage, 
and the Treaty of Paris of 1928, denying 


. the right of nations to use war as an in- 


strument of national policy. In_ both 
these instances the majority of the States 
of the world denied to themselves un- 
worthy rights which they no longer de- 
sired to exercise in their own respective 
jurisdictions. These self. -abnegating ordi- 
nances forbidding States the bare legal 
right to do violence to human life and 
liberty were adopted to further the high- 
est good of all States and of all peoples. 
We recommend here a treaty for equal 
rights for women as the most expeditious 
and permanent way to remedy the ex- 
isting inequalities in the laws of this 
hemisphere. We ask the American States 
to agree to renounce this bare legal right 
to violate those precious attributes of self- 
government toward which all human be- 
ings aspire. We ask them to agree to out- 


law the antisocial system which now stig- 


matizes one-half the adult members of 

their communities as irresponsible wards 

of man, and of the State. | 
The countries established on this hem- 


isphere are bound together by a certain 


community of culture and ideas. No 
single nation can hope, by itself, to set up 
standards of equality for women, or in- 
deed any other standards, which remain 


unaffected by its neighbors. Individual . 


countries may advance at times at vary- 
ing rates, but there is no country which 
can hope for long or by far to outstrip 
its sister nations. We ask the way of the 
Treaty. The American States must all 
advance together in pursuit of their goal 
of the greatest liberty for the greatest 
number, or they will together fail, and 


together go down at the hands of their 
own citizenry to deserved ruin. — 
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Rights 


Equal Nationality Treaty Drafted i in 1929, Signed ‘i in 1933 


Inter American of 
Women created by resolution of the 
VIth Pan American Conference, 
February 7, 1928, Havana, Cuba, took up 
as its first study, the nationality of wom- 
en. A Nationality Committee was created 
with Alice Paul as Chairman. This com- 
mittee made a world-wide comparative 


study of the nationality rights of men 


and women. In September, 1929, Alice 
Paul drafted a model, the dominant ar- 
ticle of which was: 


“The contracting States agree that 
from the going into effect of this 
Convention, there shall be no dis- 
tinctions based on sex in their law 
and to nationality.” 


This draft was unanimously approved 
by the Governing Board of the American 
Institute of International Law at its 
meeting in Havana, Cuba, October 31, 
1929. 

This draft was unanimously adopted by 
the Inter American Commission of Wom- 
en as its official one, February 20, 1930, 

at the first Conference of the Commission, 
held in Havana, Cuba. Miss Stevens, the 
Chairman, was commissioned to submit 
it to the First World Conference for the 
‘Codifi¢ation of International Law held 
at The Hague, March-April, ‘1930. 

At the request of‘the Inter American 
Commission of Women it was presented 
to the Codification Conference by Dr. 
Miguel Cruchaga Tocornal, delegate from 
Chile. It was defended on behalf of the 
Commission, at a special hearing before 
the Nationality Commission of the Con- 
ference, by Miss Stevens and Sefiora 
Marta Vergara of Chile, member of the 
Nationality Committee of the Inter 
American Commission of Women. It was 
not included among this Conference’s 
Bases for Discussion. -The Conference, 
however, recommended that the States 
study whether it would not be possible 
to introduce into their respective law the 
principle of equality in nationality. 

The Governing Board of the American 


Institute of International Law, meeting - 


in Washington on October 31, 1931, unani- 
mously recommended the same draft for 
adoption by the Seventh International 
Conference of American States and sub- 
sequently transmitted their recommenda- 
tion to the Governing Board of the Pan 
American Union for communication to 
member States of the Union and to the 
VIIth Conference. 


The Women’s Consultative Committee 
on Nationality was created by resolution 
of the Council of the League of Nations 
in January, 1931, upon the initiative of 
the Inter American Commission of Wom- 
en, to advise the League on women’s 


nationality. This Committee a 
report July 6, 1931, in which it expressed 
its support of this draft and urged the 
Assembly of the League to submit to 


governments for ratification a Convention 


founded on the principle of equality in 


nationality. The original organizations 


members of this committee were the lead- 


ing women’s international organizations — 
of the world—representing millions of 
the International Council of 
International . 


women: 
Women; the Women’s 
League for Peace and Freedom, the Inter 


American Commission of Women; the 
Equal Rights International; the World 


Union of Women for International Con- 
cord; the All-Asian Conference of Wom- 


en; the International Alliance of Women 


for Suffrage and Equal Citizenship, and 


the International Federation of Univer- | 
‘sity Women, the last organization reserv- 


ing on the derivation of the nationality of 
a child from its mother, upon which point 
the Federation had taken no decision. 
No action having been taken on this 
report, the Governments of Chile and 
Colombia at the League of Nations As- 


sembly in 1932 proposed a resolution ask- 
ing the Council 


“to consider means for preparing a 
new Convention based on the princi- 
ple of equality between the sexes in 
regard to nationality and conceived 
in the same spirit as the resolution 
proposed at The Hague Codification 
Conference by the delegation a 
Chile.” | 


This proposal was debated in the First 
Commission but not acted upon. 

At the Assembly in 1933 Chile proposed 
another resolution which provided that 
the Assembly request the Secretary-Gen- 
eral to ask those States which took part 
in The Hague Codification Conference, 


“to declare their view as to the de- 

sirability of drawing up, during the | 
next session of the Assembly, a proto- 

col giving effect to equality between 
the sexes in regard to nationality, 

which would be open for signature by. 
States desiring to become parties 

to it.’ 


Again the Assembly did not act upon 


‘On the cover page a section of a 
memorable scene is reproduced. This 
picture was selected not because of its 
intrinsic beauty, but because it records 
an important historical step in women’s 
emancipation. It is, in fact, the only 
picture taken of the meeting of the 
Inter American Commission of Women, 

_ held in the Legislative Palace in Monte- 
video on December 8, 1933. No sooner 
was this picture taken than the photog- 
rapher broke the plate. Miss Fanny 
Bunand-Sevastos, artist as well as ex- 
executive secretary of the Commission, 
who has a high regard for recording 
properly historical events, salvaged 
this plate with tenderness and had the 
cracks mended. However, some of the 
picture had to be sacrificed in the 
process. 

It was on this occasion that the Inter 
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1. Action taken by the Fifth and Sixth Confer- 
ences on the Rights of Women. 

2. Legal Research. 

3. Havana Conference of the Inter American 
Commission of Women 

4. Cooperation with the World Conference for 

the Codification of International Law at The 

Hague, 1930. 

Membership in Women’s Consultative Com- 

mittee on Nationality to advise the League 

of Nations on the Nationality of Women 

Cooperation with the American Institute of 

International Law 

Cooperation with the Institut de Droit Inter- 
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American Commission of Women 
adopted the first report on the equality = 
of women ever made by request of an 
international diplomatic Conference. — 
The VIth Pan American Conference 
created the Commission. The VIIth. — 
Conference heard and acted upon its — 
first report. 

We reprint here the table of con- 
tents of this elaborate report which | 
will be subsequently printed as a Con- 
ference document. Anyone desiring this 
report may communicate with the Inter 
American Commission of Women, Pan 
American Union, Washington, D. C. 
Of these contents we reprint sections 
1 and 2 of Part One, so that our read- 
ers may see upon what noble grounds 
the women of this hemisphere ask equal 
treatment with men. 


ANNEX 
i. 2 of the Comparative Rights of Men 
Women as set forth in the ws of: 
A Honduras 
Mexico’ 
Brazil Nicaragua 
Chile Panama 
Colombia Paraguay 
Costa Rica eru 
Cuba El Salvador 
Dominican Republic United States of America - 
Ecuador Uruguay 
Venezuela 


2. Texts of Proposed Treaty and Convention. 
3. Financial Statement. 


(Printed as a separate document) . 


‘For Mexico the Commission has listed a 
the Federal District and Vera Cruz. 
the digest on Mexico in the Annex will 
found a brief statement on the laws gov- 
erning the remaining States of amen: 
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this proposal, although it adopted a reso- 


lution showing sympathy with the prin- 


ciple of equality in nationality. 
Meanwhile numerous. additional wom- 
en’s organizations had endorsed the draft. 
Among them were: the National Woman’s 
Party; the National Council of Women; 
the International Federation of Business 
and Professional Women’s Clubs; the Na- 
tional Association of Women Lawyers; 
the Women’s International League for 
Peace and Freedom of the United States; 
the National Women’s Medical Associa- 
tion; the National Council of Jewish 
Women; the American Association of 
University Women of Colorado; the Busi- 
ness Women’s Legislative Council of Cali- 
fornia; the Federation of Women’s Clubs 
of the District of Columbia; the National 
Zonta Club; the International Soropti- 
mist Clubs; the National Association of 
Women Real Estate Operators; the Na- 


tional Association of Women for Equal | 


Opportunity; the National Association of 
Women in Aeronautics; the Federation of 
Women’s Clubs of Delaware; the Gen- 
eral Oriental Women’s Alliance and Wom- 
an Suffrage Association of Syria; the Six 
Point Group of Great Britain; “America 
Nueva” of Argentina; Union Femenina 
de Chile; Legion Femenista Pro Cultura 
de Peru; Union Femenina de Ciencias 
Letras Y Artes de Peru; Comité del Voto 
Femenino Nicaraguénse; the Nicaraguan 
Feminist League; la Junta Directiva 
Femenista de Bluefields, Nicaragua; Club 
Femenista de Granada, Nicaragua; Ac- 
cion Femenista Dominicana, Dominican 
Republic; Alianza Nacional Femenista, 
Cuba; the Second Feminist Congress of 
the Brazilian Federation for the Advance- 
ment of Women; Partido Feminista Dem- 
ocrata Independiente, Uruguay, and the 
Uruguayan Alianza de Mujeres. 

In spite of this world-wide demand on 
the part of women, the League of Nations 
has taken no action on equality in nation- 
ality. 

The Inter American Commission of 
Women, meeting on December 8, 1933, in 
Montevideo, Uruguay, reapproved the 
draft and unanimously recommended its 
adoption by the VIIth Conference, then 
assembled in Monteyideo. Brazil intro- 
duced it December 12th in the subcom- 
mittee of the IIIrd Commission in charge 
of the Civil and Political Rights of 
Women. The subcommittee consisting of 
Chile (Chairman), Brazil, Peru, Uruguay 
and Cuba, voted unanimously to recom- 
mend it to the Commission. 


The IlIrd Commission on the morning 
of December 16, 1933, voted, with only 
the United States abstaining, that the 
Conference adopt it. Representatives of 
the Inter American Commission spoke on 
behalf of its adoption before a plenary 
session of the VIIth Conference later 


the follow- 
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“Article 1. 
be no dis- | 
based on sex 


nationality, in their legis- 
lation or in their practice.” 
On De- cember 26, 
1933, and subsequently, 
this text was signed by 
all the Re publics of the 
Pan American 


Francisco Luis da Union with the ex- 
Silva Campos, 
delegate from Bra- Ception of Venezuela 


zil, brilliant r- . 
which refused, and 


eian and floor Costa Rica which 


sion of Women atthe Conference but 
during the Confer- which State declared 
on December 11, 

1933, by message of the President of Costa 


Rica to the Conference, Costa Rica’s in- 


tention, to adhere to all final acts of the 
Conference. 

In April, 1934, the aden Secre- 
tariat transmitted the certified copies of 


the convention to the signatory govern- 
ments. 


RaTIFICATION AND ADHERENCE 


The certified copy arrived May 9, 1934, 
in the State Department of the United 


and the plen- 


(‘The 


reed upon 
ag po the State Department for preparation of 
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States. The Secretary of State sent it 
to the President on May 11; the President 


Sent it to the Senate on May 12; the Sen- 


ate Foreign Relations Committee on May 
23 took the first opportunity to vote 
unanimously to report it to the Senate 
for approval; it was reported to the Sen- 
ate on May 24 and unanimously advised 
and consented to by that body on the 
same day. On May 25 it was returned to 


the certificate of ratification which was 
signed by the President on June 30 and 
countersigned by the Secretary, of State. 


The Supervisory Committee of the Gov- 


erning Board of the Pan American Union, 
composed of the diplomatic representa- 
tives in Washington of Chile, Uruguay, 
Panama and Honduras, with the Secre- 
tary of State as chairman, ruled on May 
11, 1934, that this convention was open to 
adherence by non-American powers and 
the Director General communicated this 


information to the Inter American en 
mission of Women. 


On June 1, 1934, Dr. ‘Cruchaga, the 
Foreign Minister of Chile, sent word to 
Miss Stevens that his department would 
send the convention to the Chilean Con- 


gress for ratification during the month 
of June. 


On June 7, 1934, Dr. Puig, the Foreign 


Minister of Mexico, cabled the. Mexican 
‘Embassy in Washington to inform Miss 


Stevens that his department would sub- 


mit the convention to the Mexican Con- | 


gress for ratification at its next session 
in September. 


An Inter Continental Committee 


of the Inter American Commission 
to further prompt ratification and 
adherence has been formed. To date 


on the Committee are: Adela Semi- 
nario de Godwin (Ecuador), Car- 
mita Landestoy (Dominican Repub- 
lic), Ella Riegel (U.8.A.), Maria 
Weed de Gatica (U.S.A.), Helena 
Hill Weed (U.8.A.), and Maria Z. 
de Arias (Panama). 


Justo Pastor Benitez, Foreign Minister of 

Paraguay, has just signed the Equal 

Rights Treaty. With him is Srta. Clara 

Elisa de Salterain, member for Uruguay 

on the Inter American Commission of 
Women. 


those who have accepted membership | 


July 7, 1934 | 
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which officially binds togeth 


ican Republic) and E 


This is a photograph of the last page of the Equal Rights Tréaty itself, which now. rests in - 
utiful Cabildo of Montevideo, where it will remain for all future time. The treaty was written. 
in Spanish and English, and the line below is the final line of the Spanish text.:-The top signature | 
that of Sofia Alvares Vignoli de Demicheli, delegate of Uruguay, who was the first to sign this 
Charter of Liberty. On the second line are the signatures of Maria Felicidad Gonz 
Pastor Benitez, delegates of Paraguay. On the third line is that. of:Augusto Aguirre Aparicio, dele- . 
; oe gate of Ecuador, and the two final signatures are those of Alberto Giraudy and Alfredo Nogueira, 
. | _ delegates of Cuba. On the left are the red wax seals of each plenipotentiary affixed to a blue ribbon, 


Inset: Sofia A. V. de Demicheli signing the treaty. 
nriqueta Metz (Uruguay). = 
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and Justo 


er the pages of the treaty. .. 
In background: Minerva Bernardino (Domin- 


i 
j 
> 
+ 
| | 
| 
| 
‘ 
| 
= 
4 
~ 
ee 
wt 
| 


